With this book, Manuela Tecusan provides the first edition ever (with English translation) of the fragments of the so-called Methodists. A commentary and indices should follow soon in a second volume. The Methodists were the third main medical sect or "school of thought" to emerge in the Roman era. The sect rapidly became successful in Rome, for it had charismatic leaders and, apparently, proved efficient. Nevertheless, the Methodists also received sharp criticism from more traditional doctors (the Empiricists and the Rationalists), whose claims to knowledge and efficiency were suddenly challenged by people who dropped Hippocrates and the Ancients into the dustbin of history and were believed to practise medicine after only six months\' training. Because our main source about the Methodists is Galen, who was a fierce enemy of their sect, our understanding of the Methodist doctrine is somewhat twisted. Since Galen\'s view of the Methodists prevailed in early modern Europe, for many centuries they, and above all Thessalos of Tralles, have been considered sophists or dangerous quacks. Nevertheless, a few attempts were made to reconsider the Methodists\' views as early as the seventeenth century by Prospero Alpini (*De medicina methodica*, Venice, 1611), as Jackie Pigeaud\'s pioneering work has shown (*Pinel. Aux portes de la psychiatrie*, Paris, 2003). For the Methodists\' conception of medicine was anything but foolish: reading recent scholarship on the subject, it even seems that Methodism was an amazing theoretical revolution in medical history.[1](#fn1){ref-type="fn"}

Manuela Tecusan\'s collection gives crucial elements for an understanding of the reasons for that success. Of course, one would need the second volume to use this precious material properly and reliably to evaluate Tecusan\'s work, but the original texts and the English translation provide key insights into Methodist theories---one should insist on the fact that there were, in reality, several kinds of Methodism during the Roman period, an evolution of their concepts, and divergences from one doctor to another. This is why any attempt to reconstruct ancient Methodism through the fragments is extremely problematic, as Tecusan convincingly states in her introduction.

However, Tecusan has not checked the Greek manuscripts of the Galenic works, which have not been critically edited. The text is therefore provisional in some cases. Since many mistakes have already been detected by others, and editorial choices discussed in other reviews, I prefer here to emphazise some good conjectures that she has made in the case of an important source: Pseudo-Galen\'s *Introductio sive medicus* (fr. 282--285). In fragment 3 of the *Medicus* for example, Tecusan justifiably reads συγγɛγυμνασμένων instead of συγγɛγυμνασμένoν (this is confirmed by the manuscripts---and had also been rightly conjectured by Isnardi in a paper of 1961). However, taking fragment 2, for which Tecusan offers no less than five conjectures: in all cases, the manuscripts provide either an equivalent, or a better text than that offered by Tecusan and make her conjectures (clever as they may be) not as helpful as they appear at first sight. One fears that the same occurs in the case of the numerous fragments from the treatise *On the method of healing*, also taken directly from Kühn. This shows how crucial it is now to provide new editions of Galen and of the numerous pseudo-Galenic texts before editing fragments of ancient doctors based on Galenic material. Indeed, only a better understanding of each of those texts will help to examine accurately the passages dealing with Methodism. One may wonder about the validity of commenting upon the treatise *On the best sect* (Tecusan\'s fragments 277--279), if it is, as stated by Iwan Müller over a century ago, an early modern fake. The qualifications made by the reviewer obviously aim at improving slightly a very impressive, dedicated and useful work; in any case, the details of the Greek text are of importance only to a part of Tecusan\'s readership, which will be wide enough, as soon as the commentary is published.

At any rate, thanks to Manuela Tecusan, the Methodists, once vilified by Galen and neglected by most of the Moderns, receive at last well-deserved attention; one is impatient to see the second volume published, in order to use the first one "according to the right method" (as Galen would say).
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